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rs -

ed by it™ and tagive it in eviden
,~ a&x’o_n.of an cfhcer or \:Ralvnli{hce
ertainly altett them, To fuppoit
»_you fee, the proclamatian may and myf 1o
 evidénce’; to fuppait another of yoyy ‘!"
e proclamation muyt not, cannot he given ihP: P
Was ever maa fo bgwildeied ! Prerogatiye s'i'?
dly be benefited by fuch an advacare, e, S,
have-been-very-full-in—your-explanation of e B
ph quoted by you from the charter;. apq 4 \
cerely coincide with you in the aflertign tlue !
tive by its ardinances ¢ cannot oblig:.-,’[,;,‘dt :
e, or take away, the tight or intereft of sy
1 or perfons, of or in member, life, freeho;’
- or ¢hattels,”  We further agree with yor,
is ‘reftri€tion at the clofe of the W"Z”N’.'
1 have been implied by law, had ; 1
ed I inferted, we prefume, t6 prevent oy
etion from an ignorance of the law and conftiy. B
You feem to forget that you have maintaine’ i
e authority to rate and regulate the fees of of"
conftitutionally in the proprictary or bis gover.
y proclamation. Are not the fees. of office
come out of the pockets of the peop'e, 3Pi!; :
r goods and chattels ? .and if the autharity 19
d regulate them is copftitutionally in the pro- ¥
y or his governor, dQ you not in fubverfion of
:rter inveft his lordthip with a preroganve
e, bind, charge and take away the right 2z
cft of the fubjeét in lis goods and chaueis»
u fay, the payment of the fees conltitutionaly
nd regulated by the procldmarion, is option]
the people. To contend, that a conftituticn
exifts to rate and rcgulate the fees of cfficet
nation, and in the next breath to contend, thy
ercife of fuch conftirutional power in the ratir
>ulating of the fees cannot bind oraffeét the ptoe
a flat contradiétion, and an abfurdity in terms,
nce is due to the exercife of every conftituticny|
“and ¢ Obedienge is an empty name, if ey
vidual has a right’to decide how far he bimfef
obey.” Whatever is legal prerogative, is
the land, and every law carries with it an obli
upon the fubjet. ¢ In the exertion of tlich
ogatives, faith judge Blackitone, which the L
s him, the the king is irreffiible and abfalute, 1.
ing to theforms of the conftitution.” The pu.J§
ses of the crown thrcugh the medium of cur il
r you communicate to the lord proprietary, If
is lordfhip or his governor by virtue of a jegil [JUSS
ative, can conftitutionally rate and regulatets
office, he is in the exertion of fuch prerogatie
le and abfolate, and the people mutt be afied,
and concluded by it. - When therefore youafin "t’,
oclamation in queftion to be a conftitutional e« f48
of legal prerogative, your aflertion that tis {
nt of fees rated and eftablitheft-by it, is optiord [#
people, becomes repugnant and abfurd, Whera
the proclamation ismaintained to be an exercifs %-
i

1 prerogative, and every exertion of legal prea
ve is.compulfory upgn the pcople; as it rates
rutates_the—fees-of office;—and the fees of i}
e goods and chattels of the fubject, it follews 8
ubitable copfequence, that the proclamationiafi
on tends to ¢¢ oblige, bind and charge the right ¢
interelt of the fubjett in his goods and chatteli,) 2
a palpable infraction of the charter, and awma.§
vafion of the property of the people. o i
now come to your obfervations upon Mr
; we feel no reluétance to fubmit to the rule, be
ts, as decifive’ betwixt us; let it then ftand as [
t or criterion of legal prerogative, We fhall e2-
ur to fliew, that you have miftaken the-fcnfgc{
uthor, which underftood, applies directly agudt

o majy.
bis thim,
one of yoyr
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ether the proclamation was, or was rot, benete
 the people, has been already confidered § thert
1eceflity to repeat what has been bcfore'obfmdo
objeétion to the old table of fees applies to tht
mation’ which_attempts, to_fet it_up. Tbeop-
ns of that table, and' the colourable praftis
tts 1ted-outi—and-if-advanced Wi
muft be decifive againft the proclamation, upt
ueftion of- tendency to the good or hurt of t:t
come fairly at you upon your conftruition ¢
ocke, we wave the arguments evincing the el
icy of, the proclamation, and fhail for argu
dmit, that the tendency of-the meafure was®
iblick good, -The queftion then between m:"
Vhether in Mr. Locke's idea the tendency &
oclamation to the good or hurt of the peopies;
adopted as }[l;: c;iiterion to d'e;ide the legality
an exercife o rerogative ? e
ore, ysir,:j,'we r:gmafk 'upgdn Mr. _Loc}ce, pemﬂ"f
nt out a plain and obvious diftin&ion, necef.
kept in.memory, bétween the tendency of 2 j.
- meafure and the general tendency © *th o

.the poaver affumed may tend to th;_publnck_hﬂ.
royeﬁ by examples.y' A regulation of ear [ :
| greatly tend to the good-of the-people, bur)

- avas affunied to make the. regulation by ¥
tion, - the_general »tendency'lo{,jutb, a )“"I
|- be manifeftly to the hurt and injury of the pe+
becaufe it wonld tear up the conftitution by
-and deftroy reprefentaiives, A regalalin:to? 5
lergy,” upon modérate and equitable prf o
| tend to the publick good ;: but furely thelex
 fiith a power by the fupréme magiftrate onlfy

: of prerogative, .would.for the reafon. fugges
odultive of the moft dangerous and al2 o
quences. ~Again,—ft might tend, to the P‘.‘f :
to ouft the authors of ..partjcular offences i
enefit of clergy, which has:often been “°‘.’e;u
f aflembly, but’ furely fuch .power will neref
ted to'the fupreme, magiftrate only, tobe €xt

7 virtue of prerogative. - A partic
fdre, may be beneficigl, the powver
ive.. . i R e
. Locke' was a bold intrepid advocate

’

afunid @
for "

"8

rights, and liberties of his country. He thoroughl
underftood.the.conftitution, and generoufly. employ

_his pen in tracing and pointing out the fyndamental

principles of it. .He is often” quoted upon conflitu- .
tional, queftions, and his opinion, well underftood, is
gcneral?y decifive—He very well knew that a publick
good might refult from a particular sreafure of govern-
ment, but his veneration fog the _conlhmn'on was too
gteat, his judgment too found and pervading to draw
ghe fatal inference that therefore the power afumid
muft be legal prerogative,. . .., . . - N
You have neverthelefs argued from the (’endency of
the proclamation ta the good of .the people that the
sawer affumed t» make it was-an exercife gf legal prere-
gative. - You ground yourielf ¢pon a qdotation from
© Mr. Locke; i%lhe quotation applies, -your .argument

irconcluﬁvrriﬁrductmorapply,—yourargmnemfhlh—}m;rof‘—tbe—pe_ople.-——lf-_fueh—a—‘pmrr—ia_—.:dmmed—q
to the,ground., What then is Mr, Locke’s pofition #— ~ t

-¢¢ 1€ there comes to be a queition, fays that great au-
e thor, between the executive power and the people
o ghout a thing elaimed ai'preregative, THE TENDENCY
s1’OF THE EXERCISE OF SUCH A PREROGATIVE to
$¢ the good or hurt of the people will eafily decide
¢ that queftion,” Mr. Locke, Sir, does not fpeak of
the tendency of a particilar meafure as a rule to decide
the legality of it, but fpeaks of the general tendency
_of the power claimdd as prerogative, as a rule by which
the queltion may be decided, whethe.r that power be a
legal prerogative or only an wjurpation. You are for
deciding the queftion, whether the power gffumed by
. his lordthip®s governor and council, is a legal prerogd-
tive by the tendency of thie particular meafure of the
proeclamation ; Mr. Locke is for deciding the queltion
by the general tendency of the power exercifed. Mr.
Locke's rule of decifion is fourd, folid; and infallible ;
your's is precarious, tveacherous, and deceiving. If
the tendency of a perticular meafure was  (ufficient to
make the authority, which created it, a legal preroga-
2ive, What is it that the legiflature can do, which
might not be done by prerogative ? Every power exer-
¢ifed, according to your conftruétion,s /egal rerogative,
when the particular a¢t done tends to the publick
good, and of confequence prerogative may legally do
every aft, which is calculated for the publickgood—e
A legiflature can do ‘no more. Your conftrution;
you fee, makes reprefentatives ufelefs.  But Mr,
Locke's rule of decifion will (tand the teft of the fevereft
fcruting. For if the general .tendency of the pover
exercifed is for the good of the people, no infraétion of
the conftitution, no injury to the conftitutional rights
-of the people can refult from it, and therefore fuch a-
PowER may be fafely intrufted, as legal prerogative, in
the hands of the fupreme wmagiftrate to be difcietion-
ally exercifed for the publick utility. ]
" To convince you ithat our .conftru&ion of Mr.
. Locke is not merely the effect of fancy and imagind-
tion, permit us to trouble-yon with an extraét or two
from the fpeech of an €minent fage of the law; in
anfwer to an argument drawn from the fawé quords of
Mr. Locke to thew, that the tendency of the em-
bargo lately laid in Engand to the good and not to

¢ cutupallg
¢ man-.a ju
¢t have faic“,
¢ morality and found divinity ; avowed and profefled
¢ only by jefuits and fuch diabolical cafuifts,” .
- From'the exprefs quords of Mr, Locke and from the
above gbfervations it is plain, that the general ten-
dency of the poaver exertifed to the good or hurt of the
people, and pot the tendency of the partiailar &8, is
he rule, which he lays down as the teft or criteriog,
i:! which we are €0 decide; whether the poaver exercyf-
is legal prerogatjve or ufuspation. To apply tie
rule to the cafg in queftion. Is the general tendency~
of the pewer etﬁ:i/%d by the"governor and council, in
rating and eftablithiag the fees of affice, to the good
or.hurt of the people? We conceive manifettiy to. the

overnment l}y the roots, and make every
ge and. lawgiver for, E'imfelf.‘ I might

legal prevogative, thed may the fupreme miagiltrate, at
his will 4nd difcretian, give and grant the property of
the people in what quantum or propertions he pleafes, to

, the civil eficers of government for their fervices: and

from anaiogy and parity of principle and reafon, he
‘may give and gramt the property of the people, in
in what guantum or proportion he pleafes, to the fildier -
or military officers tor their fervices. Can any folid dil-
férence fubfift between a right to difpofe of the peoples
property to pay the cwil ¢ficer and .a right to difpofe
‘of it to pay the military ? And would not the exercife
of fuch a power, by tne fupreme magittrate as legal
prerogative, fap th= fi undations of the conflitution, dnd
render reprefentatives ufelefs, upon the .momentous point
of taxation? Is fuch tendency of a poaver tx:rri/fj to
the good or hurt of the people. If to the hurt of the
people, then, according to Mr. Locke, the power ex-
erc.fed by the governor dnd ¢ouincil was not lgal pre-
‘rogative, but sfurpation.

¥ou have alfo quoted Mr. Locke’s definition ofpx;é.'

~rogative though you have nat relied upon it in your

argument, he defines prerogative to be ¢ a power to at
¢ according to difcretion for the publick good witha
¢¢ out the prefcriptian of law and fometitnes even againft
% i2.”* Mr, Locke explains himielf by examples; to
prevent a wrong conftruflion of thele expreffions
¢ fometimes even againfl it we beg leave to tiouble you
with the following extraét, ey il

¢ When Mr. Locke fpeaks of the prerogative as
¢ fometimes aling. ewven againft laww, or of the laws
¢ themfelves yiclding to tiie executive; it is far from
*¢¢ his meaning that the prerogative or executive can dif-
(1
clear, viz. that ng offenders swhere the
law condemns;~which is certainly- undoubted pre-
rogative, There the law yields but not in'its foree
or fubfiflence, but in its confequences in a particular
inftance ; but though the king can pardon, he can-
not before hand, even in a particular inflance, difpenfe
with the law. The expreffion of a&ing againft law
is perhaps not well chofen, but.it is exident Mr,
Locke intended no mere than this, that the crown
can by pardon for inftance prevent that execution;
which the law would effeét.—Asfor—t i
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the-hurt-o ecide for the legality of
Prat meafure as an exercife of legal preragative, 5
¢« Mr. Locke ¢fays the great lawyer) is not hére
fpeakirg of the téndency of a Lgl: afl done in
exercife of a right of. prerogative; as a rule to de- .
cide the legality of that particular aZ; he fpeaks;
and his aords are plaia, of the tendency, that is the
general tendency, of theexercife of a poawves ¢r thing
claimed as_a prerogative, as a rule by which the
queftion may be decided, whether that ppayer. or
thing claimed as a prerogativé be really a legal prére.
gatlve or An-dfurpatien, and moft Undoubtedly it is
an infallible rule of decifion.™ ) o
¢ T admit, that.a power which is not a legal prero-
gative, may be exercifed for the good of the peo-
ple: and fo I will allow too, that the mof iegal
¢¢ prerogative that exiits may be exercifed to the hurt
¢« of the people. But as the hurtful exercife of a
. - legal prerogative, in 2 particular inftance, will not
«¢ make the prerogative,_fo hurtfully exercifed, éeafe
a 2 {ega gati Dro h he general
é¢ tendency of fuch a prerogative is to the hurt of the?
¢ people, and therefore that if ought not to be a
¢« prerogative; fo neither will a beneficial exercife in
€t 3 particular inftance of an illegal or ufurped prero.
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flance mentioned by Mr. Locke of the law yielding
viZ, pulling dowi a houfe to ftop a fire, it is a clear,
inaccuracy; for ghat has nothing in the woild to
do with prerogative or magiftracy, even no more—
than throwing goods overboard to keep a fhip from
finking. It is an inflantaneous a& of, felf defence
to adthatife what no man waits nor needs feek the
order of a magiftrate.” £ . X
We would here difmifs your argument drawn from
the tendency of the proclamation, were we not appre-
henfive, that you expe&t'.we thould take fome notice
‘of another authority; which you have quoted upon

- this point, Lord Hobart, you fay, véry rightly remarks
upon proclamations ¢¢ that they are fo far juft
as they are made pro bono publico, i. e, for the pub.
lick good.” We have turned to the authority, fol.
251, and though we find the expreffions, we do.not
find, that they are the expreflions of his lordfhip.
They are, Sir, the expreflions of arbitrary judges, in an.
arbitrary flar chaniber court, upon an arbitrary proclama-
fort, by the grbitrary ki at ki i

a proclamation7pgoﬂibiung—,.the—building—without—“

brick 3 the attorney general Yelverton informed in
-the @ar chamber, ore fenus, for breach of the proclamaa
tion, The culprits were feverally fined to'a years

¢t gative,  change its nature and general tendency, fo
© ¢ as to'decide that it is or ought to be a‘legal preros
e gavive, I will expfain myfelf; though I hardly
1¢ think it neceffary, by éxamples, Tt is the undoubr-
¢t ed prerogative of the crown, to declare war, make
1¢ peace and treaties, to create peers, and to pardon.
st-offenders.. And the general tendency of the exer-
<. cile of a]l thofe prerogatiyes is for the good; and not
-¢s- for the hurt of the people: and theretore the con.

v ftitution has vefted thefe powers in the crown, and -

< they are, lg%al prerogatives. But who will deny that
“41.any one-o

«. egcifed is legal, and the aéts valid. When the-king
¢ makes waryit is war to all its confequences, however
.s¢ improperly the crown may have been advifed in-

<¢-taking the meafuré 5 and fo of the reft.”. ;

_ % now revived, as to the tendency of the exeréife of a
t prerogative for the good, and not for the hurt of the
o people? What ‘is'it, I fay, - taking. things on a™
:+ €6 gensral view; but the-exploded argument of ne-
«¢ ceflity repeated in other.words? The wildeft bigot
" -4¥ 19 prerogative, or abfohite power never pretended,
et that any prerogative whatever, . the difpenfing power
- 4¢ jefelf; conld or ought to be exercifed,  but for the
< good -of the people; the prince indecd always being
“or'fudge of that.” P R :
" sa I'will venture to fay, that there. i3 not any one
*¢ notion rAsre exploded and mare condemned by our flatute
* 66 -bdaks, than that notion of thetendency of alts for
-« "the publick good being fuficient to”make' thém
¢ legal ;" and inggcct.it,is,onc,ofqhuildcﬂ natio
« ghat ever entered the mind of manj for it goes to
8 e s ]

_thefe prerogatives may be improperly’  lar a& for the publick good
(_aod-hurtfully-exerciled 1-Ff-they-are,—the-advifers—va
" &t of thie crown are refponfible, though the power ex-

. value of the houfes built. Mark, Sir, upon what prin-
ciples this arbitrary proclamatios was maintained to be
legal: 1t was held "¢ that proclamations ware fo far

¢ jut as they were made pro bono publico; for publick -

‘¢ ufility, as againft the increafeof buildings in London
€ and about it, whereby if they canmnot be fed, cleanf.
‘¢ ed or governed, the Country is difpeopled and tim-
¢/ ber confumed, the city lefs ffrong and beautiful, and
¢ more fubject to fire.”" This far chamber dutbority is
“direftly with you ; for the powver afumed is deemed to
be a legal prerogative from the tendency, of the particu-
3_you are welcome to it—
citizens of Annapolisy for eximple, would fay to fuch 3
proclamation prohibiting the building in the city
_without hrick ? Lefs timber to be fure would be con-
fumedy the city mor'e beautiful, and lefs fubjeé to fire,
and theréfore the proclaniation would tend to the pub.

~*fﬁju'*A‘rgarall—‘vVhat‘is*thir‘a’ld”and*ﬁale"argumeﬁrfligkgood' ; but "would they be Glenced by the argu-

ments drawn, from the tendency of the parsicular
meafure? Would they not be apt 10.fay;. that not.
withflanding fuch fendency, the foaper afumed is ille-
al, dekruttive of natural right.and conititutional li-

. berty, and ought to be refitted and, oppofed ? Your
Jlar cbamber authority is- founded upan another princi-
ple—PRECEDENT. The cafe goes on ¢ and in this,
#_the king builds upop old foundations ;’ for he found
‘¢ the like proclamations in queen. Elizabeth's time."
. Yes, one arbitrary meafure is generally adduced d1.a
recedent for another; the proclamation in 1733 has
eén quoted to juftify @he prefent; and the prefent

. uriretra&ted . will in all ‘probabij ity be quoted upon
pofterity, and.another,’of the like nature, crammed,
wn their throats as az_exercify of legal prerogativem
Such,” Sir, is your cafe from Hob. fuch your flar

that it is condemoed and_exploded by ail

%t Quos ultra, citraque, nequit confiftere reGum.”

penfe with or fufpend laws—bis example makes it °

¢

Ebmlb::r autberity ; Do you not feel. a blafh up{,u your . ¥

cheek? .. o - i s e

: i’ ou. are. 8fended with the following - objeétion—

-in . the -addrefsj ¢ if . prerogative ‘may regulate

44 the fees agreeable to the late ThipeRtion law, it has

« “aright tofix any other quantwmj jf it_hap a right
f¢ to segulate to ong penny, it has a right toscgulate
% to a million 3 for where does its right ffop 2. at any
 given point ? “to attempt to limit, its right, after
- granting it toexift at.all, is as contrary to reafon, as
‘¢ granting it toexift at all is contrary to juftice.™ (4)
But. you anfwer ¢ yes; and let the found fenfe of
#*"Horace exprefled ‘in the following lines confirm my -
¢ affertion ¢ ‘

“ Eft modus in rebys j funt certi denique fines

i Ay E
oy T

P

-And what is the purport of thefe lines in Englith? *
why a medium ought to be obferved in all things.
hen a right is admitted in a man, who, bpg him-
felf, s to afcertain the medium, which he isto keep
in the exercife of it# If a rightis exerted beyond a
medium, . will the excefs deftroy the right, or will the
4t done bscome illegal? by the law ot the land every
+man has a right to make what difpofition of bis pro- -
perty he pleafes ; a parent is'under a natural and mo-
ral obligation.to provide for his children ; were he in
the exercife of the right, which the law gives him over
his own ‘property, to pafs by his children, and by
deed grant it to a ftranger, would he not exceed the
.mediumy; which Horace fpeaks of? but furelr, Siry
fuch a difpofition’ wonld neverthelefs be legal. Itis
-the undoubted right of prerogative to declare war and -
make peace. A peace-upon dithanourable and inglo-
rious terms, wotld not be confiftent with Horace's
idea of a medium in the exercife of a right ; but would -
-fuch an exertion of the right.of prerogative make the
Feacc invalid} Horace lays down a moral, and nota
sgal rule; upon Queftions of morauty his rule is de-
cifive, upon lgal quettions it is not applicable. - o
After all; .what is this medium ? Is it defined, af-
certained and pointed out by the law of the land, asa
legal rule for the kmita¥on of the right of prerogative ?
has this foiiad fenfe of Horace been adopted by our-
common law or ftature books ? and who is to judge,
that the limitation is exceeded, and de¢lare and notity
the nellity of the aét? : 00
You have given. us many emcrtainihg examples to
-prove the abufe of} prerogative to.be no-argument
againft the right of prerogative  We do. not differ
ppon this peint. Ifprerogative nag the right to regulate
fees, arcgulation to a million ¢ grant would be an
abufe of .the right; but would fuch a regulation be -
invalid, and not compulfory upon the fuhjsét 2. A pa-
rent in the difpofition of his property may abufe the R
right which he has over it; -the crown jn making a g
peace may abufe the right of prerogative by a’ conciu-
fion of it upon dithonourable terms; but fuch dif-
pofitlon b y thé parent, and peace by the c?bwn, are
neverthelef) valid and obligatory ats,
; 5 thin the /28al prerogative the
¢ js entrufted with the powefan(f hasgthe right ::(:?E}n
¢« and muft be judge of the Recefity and feafox ofa&ing’
¢¢ fubje@ always to the controul of that conflitutional
- ¢¢.advicey- by -which Qhrcmwnﬁnuﬂfa&iirall'éa’rél%—
¢ but thefe a&ts are Jegal, not becaufe they are nlcq:
¢ fary, and reger, but becaufe they flow from the
¢ propér autberity, and they ate legal and walid, tho’
‘* avrong in themlelves, till cirreBed, as a legal power
¢ may be improperly exercifed, for which the advifers
¢ are refponfible." memm A :

.,YOl.l have endeavoured. to refute fome of the objec-
tions in the addrefs, to the proclafmation, and though -
your force fe_ems to have been levelled principaﬁy
agamft tllat_ piece, you have paffed over other objece
tions contained in 1t, without taking the.leaft notice
of them. We do not know; nor thall we hazard a
conjeéture, what reafons you have for fuch filence;
but take the liberty to mention ene of the' objettiuns:

‘¢ Applications to the. publick offices are not of cfeics
¢ but necefity ; .redrefs'cannat be had for thre finajet -
% ppy) juri t—in—th i
juftice;and as furel y as that neceflity does exift,
¢ and a binding force in the proclamation, “or.the regu-
¢ lation of fees in the land-office, be admitted, fo
all inly J blithed-be paid 3
¢-order to obtain rédrefs.” Thar the lhhir&g:x?l:i';
province, by the laws 'and conftitation of it, hasa
right to obtain redrefs .in the eftablithed courts of
juftice, for injuries done to him, cannot, we prefome}
*be denied § and that, that right cannot be faken 5
{fjmtd, broke in upas,"_or impaired, by new modifica-
lons, terms, or. conditions impofed by any other than
legiflative autbority; is equally plain—‘zrhifdo&rine is
{trongly f{upported by. authorities in law.——Jiidge
Blackﬁone. writeth—s¢ a third fubordinate right of
every englifiman, is that of applying to the courts of
juftice “for redrefs of injuries. Si 3 is §
ngland the fupreme arbiter of every man’s life, liber-
ty and propert;, courts ot juftice ruft at all times be
open to the (ubjxél, and thé law be-adminiftred there.
mn. The emphatical words of magna charta, fpcken
in the perfon of the king,: who in judgment of law
- (fays Sir Edward Coke) is ever prefent and repeatin
't/hem_inv all his courts, arc-thefrf; null vendemus,y. nuils
niegabimis, aut deferemus refurs wel Juflitiam; and
therefore. every fubfe@, continues the fame learned -
author,- for injury done to him in bonis, ) in szryis vel
perfoa, Py any other (ubjel, be he'ecclefiaflical or teme
- poral, without any exception, may take his remedy by
the courfe of the law, .and have
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juftice and -right for .,

the injury-done to him, freels awithint fale, fully aiith.
“Guf any demial, and fpe dily: m’x‘tbau!z b {t-ncre,
endlefs to enumerate all the afiirmative aéts of parlia. ‘

ment, wheraig juftice is dire&ed to be done according
«to the law of .the land: and what that law is every
. fubj=&t knows, or may know, if he pleafess for it den
-pends not upon the “arbitrary =vill of ‘any judge, bue
* 1 pesrmanesty fxed and anchargeable, unlefe by y estberity

€4) Vide Farmes's Litters,:




